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Walter Trohan, who for 
many years ran The Chicago 
Tribune’s Washington Bu- 
reau, serving as Col. Robert 
McCormick’s envoy, to the 
capital, has moyed to; Ire- 
zand. That may explain why 
this shrewd and’ often amus- ■: 
ii^g^ memoir Wends its cap- 
tious judgments with a free- 
wheeling approach to fact. ^ 
JThe leprechauns appear t6 
have been •vfhispering in 
Trbhan’s ear as he w;orked 
in the Celtic twilight, where 
history so easily fades into 
myology. 'The reader' who 
sighs on for the Trohan 
tour, from the New j Deal 
through the Kennedy years, 

' should stay hard by Ws ref- 
erence books and keep' his 
blarney detector at lihand. 
For like many political 
memoirs this one will loose 
a good many doubtful reve- 
lations into the ’“ apocrypha 
of -Washington history,' and 
perhaps more th'aii the usual 
quota. ■I'!’ vtifi ■ 

Certainly Trohatfs gen- 
eral view of Washington 
vefges on cynicism, leaving 
him with only one genuine 
heio — Sen Robdrt A. Taft — 
and a host of culprits. Even 
the portrait' of Col. Mc- 
Cormick, his boss, is less than 
worshipful. But of all the 
figmes he encountered, Tro- 
han least admired President 
Franklin D. Roosevelt; Col. ' f 
McCormick’s prep school ’ 
classmate and the .gr^d 
hefesiarch of the era' 

Fair enough. FDR was un- 
questionably devious, as j 
charged. But what of Tro- 
hap’s casual assertion that 
FDR “changed the face of 
gotemment” by “encourag- 
ing the courts to legislate ' 
by. decree” and by “borrow- 
mg from Hitler’s socialism”/ ■ 
What is the evidence? That 




Fife by 1937^ was actually 
trjjing to rearrange the f 
m^eup of the Supreme 
Court (to strip it of the 
ability to do just what i 
Trohap says he encouraged j 
courts to do) rather contra- 
digts the first assertion. As 
for the, second, to say that 
FI}R “went so far as to ex- 
hiWt an ersatz suit made of 
wood fibers at a press con- 
ference” is hardly proof of 
gaRoping fascism. And by 
what measure did Trohan 
determine that the New 
Deal was more proccupled 
with sex than other adminls- 
tr^ons, or that Missy Le- j 
Hffid was PDR’s ‘taistreas” 
as I well as secretary? One 
m^ fairly ask keyhole his- 
torians to name their key- ' I 
hole. 

’ The junior c’-dprit of the . 
piq:e is President Kennedy, 



allegedly “beset by Addi. 
Sion’s Disease.” That has 
been denied. But if Trohan 
is right, what are we to make 
of the assertion that such 
events as “the hapless . 
Bay of Pigs and the erection 
of the Berlin . WaU” may 
have revealingly coincided 
with JFK’s “stimulatory 
shots of steroid hormones”/ 
Has ’Trohan a log of the 
shots? And if he does, the 
suggestion that pivotal 
events may be explained by 
hormone highs in the White 
House reaches new excess in 
Cleopatra’s nose history—^ 
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perhaps the most remarka- 
ble excess since one medical 
historian ventured to blame 
Napoleon’s defeat at Water- 
loo on a Vitamin C defi- 
ciency. >, 

By the way, lest I give the 
contrary impression, Tro- 
han’s output of bizarre in- 
formation is not partisan. I 
thought I had read every- 
thing that could be said 
about Nixon’s Checkers 
speech of 1952 until I found 
Trohan saying that Nixon’s 
l“love for political cuteness 
prompted! him to bring his 
daughters’ cocker spaniel on 
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show with him.” Was it 
a dog — or Harvey the 
rabbit? 

Occasionally, ' Trohan’s 
Celtic speculations range be- 
yond Washington. He has 
“always suspected,” for in- 
stance, 'that Edward VIII 
was forced to abdicate 
“because he was strongly 



against British involvement 
in w^, as much ^s for his 
marriage^”^ No harm in a 
•suspicion. But Trohan’s sui 
^pieioB does, not square with 
the^ well-known circurif- 
stance that the abdication 
was insisted 'upon by Prime 
Minister Baldwin', who post- 
iponed British rearmament. 



and opposed by Winston 
Churchill, who caustically 
criticized Balwin for doing 
■so. 

- F6r every questionable 
fact or baseless suspicion, 
there is a\dubio'us judgment. 
' One realizes that Gen. 
George C. Marshall was not 
the •’■military- 'darling of 
' 'Mbuneland; but is he des- 
tinued to. “fade in history” 
-rto the level of Gen., Henry 
Halleckj ae Trohan thinks? 
(For a sense of the outland- 
ish caprice of it all, compare 
I Trohan’s view of Generalis- 
I siniQ Franco: “No one could 



f ^ve been more kindly or 
‘‘ eoxateous, nor further from 
..the American conception of 
vaVdictator”!) - . ■ 

It’s always a bit unfair to 
measure a journalist’s mem- 
oir by historical standards. 
Such a book is always more 
or less capricious, more or 
less biased by personal likes 
and dislikes that are not de- 
, pendent on merit Such a 
book also mirrors accidents 
of propinquity. Yet even al- 
• Ipwi^ -for these generic 
^'faults, I fpund myself fiiark- 
ing so many flyspecks — 

. “Berger^ .for ^ Burger (the 



Chief Justice); “yokes” "for ' 
“yolks” in Adlad Stevenson’* 
memorable admonition to 
eggheads (“You have ssth- 
ing to lose but your yolks”) 

— ^that. the considerable 
pleasure of reading 
“Political Animals” "was di- 
minished by seizures of ped- 
antry. And that is , .too bad. 
“Political Animals” isn’t a 
, bad b6ok, really, just a care^ 
less one. Add it is far. from 
being the raur, solemn! bore 
that; a . reporter of the .Mc- 
-?Comdck' ilersuasibn might . 
have written about the capi- 
tal in its wicked years. 



